
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


10/042,849 


01/08/2002 


Jerry A. Speasl 


34741-140 


4464 



24113 7590 11/25/2003 

PATTERSON, THUENTE, SKAAR & CHRISTENSEN, P.A. 

4800 IDS CENTER 

80 SOUTH 8TH STREET 

MINNEAPOLIS, MN 55402-2100 



EXAMINER 



MAUST, TIMOTHY LEWIS 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



3751 

DATE MAILED: 11/25/2003 




Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 




aA 



Office Action Summary 



Application No. 

10/042,849 


Applicant(s) " 

SPEASL ET AL 


Examiner 

Timothy L Maust 


Art Unit 

3751 





- Th MAILING DATE of this communication app ars on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )S Responsive to communication(s) filed on papers filed on 10/17/03 , 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)l3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) 35-71 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) H Claim(s) 35-71 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) H The drawing(s) filed on 08 January 2002 is/are: a)l3 accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

12) M Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)l2! All b)D Some*cO None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. (3 Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

13) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application) 

since a specific reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 
37 CFR 1.78. 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 since a specific 

reference was included in the first sentence of the specification or in an Application Data Sheet. 37 CFR 1.78. 



Attach ment(s) 

1) [3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 

2) CI Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 

3) S Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 3J) . 



4) 
5) 

6) |_J Other: 



Interview Summary (PTO-413) Paper No(s). 



Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election without traverse of Group II, claims 35-71, in Paper No. 14 is 
acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Claim 38 recites the limitation "said electromagnetic radiation" in line 1 . There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 35, 36, 39-43 and 46-71 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Lewis et al. 
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In regard to claims 35, 36, 39-43, 47, 49, 57, 58, 70 and 71 the Lewis et al. 
reference discloses a "SMIF pod system" for holding wafers 14, said system comprising 
a "pod" 2 comprising a "pod shell" 8 and a "door" 4 and a "sensor" (see col. 7, line 65 - 
col. 8, line 15) capable of monitoring an internal condition and transmitting data (via 
receivers 75, 76 and amplifiers 77, 78), as claimed. 

In regard to claim 46, a "power supply" is implied. 

In regard to claim 48, 56 and 59, see column 17, lines 23-36. 

In regard to claim 50-55, 60-64, see column 17, lines 37- column 18, line 45. 

In regard to claims 65-69, the method as claimed would be inherent during 
normal use and operation of the device. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 37, 38, 44 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Lewis et al. in view of Okada et al. 

In regard to claims 37 and 44, The Lewis et al. reference discloses the invention 
substantially as claimed (discussed supra), but doesn't disclose transmitting data using 
"electromagnetic radiation". However, the Okada et al. reference discloses another 
SMIF pod system that uses "electromagnetic radiation" to transmit information (see col. 
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4, lines 15-17). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to employ "electromagnetic radiation" on the 
Lewis et al. device as, for example, taught by Okada et al. wherein so doing would 
amount to mere substitution of one functional equivalent transmitter for another within 
the same art and the selection of any of these transmitters would work equally well in 
the lewis et al. device. 

In regard to claims 38 and 45, the Okada et al. reference is not specific as to the 
frequency ranging from 3 kHz - 300 GHz. However, it would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have the frequency 
in the above stated range, since it has been held that where the general conditions of a 
claim are disclosed in the prior art, discovering the optimum or workable ranges 
involves only routine skill in the art. In re Aller, 105 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy L. Maust whose telephone number is (703) 
308-3390. The examiner can normally be reached on Tues. - FrL 6:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Gregory Huson can be reached on (703) 308-2580. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9302. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 



0975. 




Timothy L. Maust 



TIMOTHY L MAUST 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



